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0 1 
REPLY 
ro 
Mr. JOHN PARKINSON, 
ON THE 


WELTON INCLOSURE! 


— 


SIR, 


Q 


| H AVING been from home above tw 
months, I could not ſooner reply to you. 


ls addreſſed my former letters immedlately 

to you, not only becauſe you appeared to me 
the chairman, and delivered the ſentiments of 
the commiſſion; but becauſe, after I had 
pointed out ſome errors in the commiſſioners 
valuation, you then ſaid, I was facrificing 
Miſs Maſſingberd's property to my own in- 
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"T7 ke 7 23 of a faithful attention, during 
eleven years, to the property, the education, 
and the health of Miſs Maſſingberd, cannot 5 
be ſhaken by your MaLictuus'and unfounded 
aſſertions. 


- 


Had I vendined filent, I might have had 
condemned by ſome of my friends, I might 
have condemned myſelf, I told you at the 
out-ſet of this buſineſs, that I courted only 
inveſtigation and truth. told you afterwards, pF 
that | would moſt readily ſubſcribe to wat 
YOU COULD PROvey—biit not to what you 
SHOULD SAY; and my firſt letter was addrefled 
to you in ſuch ſtrong terms, that I conceived, 
betore the award was ſigned, a fair diſintereſted 

@nveſiigationand'inquiry intoithe whole of this 
buſineſs muſt be the reſult. 


— 


Miſs Maſſingberd's guardians and friends 
would not have conſented to an incloſure, had 
the. proprietors objected to the propoſal, that 
Per three allotments, (viz.) one in lieu of 
tythe,-une in exchange for the eſtate and ma- 
nor of 1 whaite, and one for her portion of 
open field land, ſhould be ſet out contiguous 
to cach ouher, and to the manſion at Gunbyz - 


be mts 


| 


and that all three allotments ſhould. be ning 
fenced at the ſole expence of the prop ietors. 


The proprietors of Welton would not have 
conſented to an incloſure, had Miſs Mafling- 
berd's guardians and friends, with theſe ad- 
vantages, aſked more than a ſeventh in lieu of 
the tythe of the open field land. Nor would 
they be directed by other perſons. 


For, on an accurate calculation. made at the 


time, of the expence to the proprietors of ring- 
feneing the two extra allotments, a full ſixth 


was given to Miſs Maſſingberd in lieu of tythe; 


and when Mr. Hudfon calculated that expence, 
he ſaid Mits Maſſingberd had got more than 
a fixth. 


Upon theſe ben only, the Bill went a into 


Parliament. 


Had that large portion of low lands next 
Orby been good water meadow; had that al- 
lotment been of the quality and value we all 
ſuppoſed; or had an inquiry taken place be- 
fore you and Mr. Hudſon fi igned the award; 
the intereſt of, and conveniency to, Miſs Maf- 
| fingberd might have appeared i in a different 
| point of view. An allotment of near THREE 


B3 bo HUNDRED 
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HUNDRED acres, contiguous to the manſion at 
Gunby, muſt have been deemed by her friends 
no inconſiderable acquiſition to that domain: 
and had I ſucceeded in my journey into Eſſex, 
and procured an exchange of two paſtures in 
Orby, the allotments would have been more 
complete; and, Sir, you will not find in Miſs 
Maſſingberd's accounts one ſingle ſhilling 
charged for that j Journey. 


I will now briefly touch * ſome particu- 
lers in your letter. ö 


About the eleventh of October, as I believe, 
Mr. Mackinder, Mr. Robert Dawſon, and o- 
ther farmers from Welton, came to ſettle with 
the commiſſioners ſome parochial accounts re- 
lative to fencing, which the act directed the 
commiſſioners to pay for. T hat they came 
at my own particular requeſt, to be examined 
as to the quality and value of the lands, 1 
utterly deny. The fact, if you and your let- 
ter-writer wiſh it, ſhall be proved by the af - 
davits of the parties themſelves. They are 
all living. do not recolle& that even their 
coming to Spilſby on that day was known to 
me. Some of them afterwards told me, there 


was 


1 
was much warm altercation z—=an unuſual teft 
(ſurely) of that coincidence in opinions, which 
you ſay then prevailed. | 

How the clauſe in the act which directs 
Miſs Maſſingberd's allotment to be contigu- 
ous to Gunby, © by any ingenuity, invention, 
or maſterzſtroke of policy of mine, confined 
the Commiſſioners to difpoſe of one ſeventh of 


the moſt diſtant field lands AGAINST THEIR 
WILLS.” I do not ſee. 


Mancuvreing like this i in incloſures, I ne- 
ver before heard of, and could not conceive 
it practicable. 1 5 

The Commiſſioners were not confined by 
any clauſe in the act, even to the South field, 
in fixing Miſs Maſſingberd's three allotments. 
They might have rejected the low lands next 
Orby. They might have gone nearer to the 
village of Welton. — They had at their diſpo- 
ſal the whole of the North field: therefore I 
have no idea that the clauſe confining the com- 
miſſioners to fix only Miſs Maſſingberd's TITHE 
allotment in the South field could compel 
them to give (as you intimate) one ſeventh 
part of the moſt diſtant land to her, when 

| B 4 : there 


3 


there were other lands not leſs convenient 
and more contiguous. 


When you ſay © that I prevailed upon Lord - 
Gwydir to accept Miſs Maſſingberd's Twhaite- 
farm for the protection of his game, and bar- 
gained with his ſteward for all his homeſteads 
in Welton town, by giving in exchange my 
own diſtant field land,” I can ſcarcely think 
you ſerious. Any thing ſo notoriouſly untrue 
(aſſerted only By you) is ſufficiently anſwered - 


by a flat denial, which I give moſt expreſsly | 


and unequivocally. 


The exchanges of the manor and eftate at 
T whaite, for lands adjoining to Gunby, was 
always held to be an exchange mutvally con- 
venient ; and his Lordſhip has ever expreſſed 
his earneſt wiſh, that Miſs Maſſingberd might 
have in that excharige the moſt full and ample 
compenſation. Such are the very conditions 
of the exchange. 

Had that exchange been properly attended 
to, | think we ſhould not have ſeen the preſent | 
diviſion; and you would not have been redu- | | 
ced to the paltry excuſe, of ſaying, © that you 
had forgotten the manor of Twhaite,” nor to | 


e 


the , 


— 


the flimſy pretence of taking counſel's opi- 
nion, nor to the neceſſity, after many months, 


B 


of giving an allotment for it. 
Reſpecting the charge of inclofing the ſmall 


eſtate at Welton purchaſed by the Governors 


of Queen Ann's bounty concerning which I 


never BEFORE received the leaſt informati- 


on) I muſt tell you, that paragraph was added 
ſome weeks after the letter was written, in con- 
ſequence of one of your Spilſby friends mag- 
nifying that expence, and adducing it as a rea- 

ſon for ſuch a diſproportion in the open field 
allotments. That eſtate would never have 
been thought on, had not ſuch an idea been 
produced and propagated by your own friend; 
and I think him now ſo much miſtaken, that 


had you allotted for the expence of inclofing 


that eſtate: perhaps double the quantity of 
land, that allotment would have been more 
equitable. | 

However ſpecious to readers not much 
acquainted with the quality of the lands at 
Welton, your valuations may appear upon 


paper; yet thoſe who know every paſture, and 
every turlong; thoſe, who have obſerved the 


lands 


E 
lands at the time of cropping for a ſeries of 
years; thoſe who have ſeen the property of 
every owner both before and after the inclo- 
fure, all thoſe believed that there was, an er- 
Tor, and believe ſoſtill; for now your printed va- 
luations have confirmed their former opinions, 


E 1 I muſt tell you that Mr. Hudſon called 


— 
A 


viewed and valued the lands. From the opi- 


———— 


inclined to think there was an error in the 
Welton incloſure. He ſaid he had more than 
| once looked over a great part of a nobleman's 
eſtate in the northern part of Lincolnſhire, 
| and he had never looked it over a ſecond or 

a third time, without ſeeing reaſons to change 

his opinion; and he left me with this declara- 
tion, © that he would cErTAINLY get the 
| Commiſſioners together, and look the ex- 
changes and allotments at Welton over and 


Proprietors think he would never have ſigned 
the preſent award. 


The 


, | upon me on Saturday the fourteenth of De- 
cember, 1793, above a year after he had 


nions I then ſtated to him, he was very much 


over again.” Had Mr. Hudſon done that, the 


1 

The two open fields at Welton confiſted 
_— of an equal quantity of land. There are 

intelligent farmers who ſay, ** leaſe the whole of 
the north and the ſouth field at the ſame rent 
per acre, and we would prefer the north field, 
as being land more convertible to uſes gene- 
rally profitable.” Your eſtimation of my allot- 
ments, I think now fully proves, that your 
comparative valuations of the lands at Welton 
were erroneous, and it appears to me that 
you have been miſtaken in the high preference 
given to ſome particular old incloſures, 


At the thirty-ſixth page of your Letter, 
you ſay the Commiſſioners propoſed to take 
off the ſtagnant water from Miſs Maſſingberd's 
eſtate, had not the meaſure been oppoſed by 
me under the dreadful idea that the Gunby 
waters would too haſtily iſſue upon the 
Boothby lands.“ 


There are no ſtagnant waters upon Miſs 
Maſſingberd's lands. A long expenſive drain 
was to have been cut, and a ſluice put down, 
upon the moſt viſionary and impracticable of 
all ſchemes, at the charge of the proprietors 
of Welton.—1 oppoſed that. 


Any 


F-4 3 


Any one, who has the leaſt local knowledge 
of the country, muſt ſee, that I could not poſ- 
fibly have any dread of the Gunby waters 
preſſing upon the Boothby Eftate; for the 
Commiſſioners of Sewers would never have 
ſuffered the Welton Commiſſioners to divert 
the Gunby waters and take them by a circui- 
tous courſe, thro? the pariſhes of Orby, Wil- 
loughby, Hogſthorpe and Mumby-Chapel, to 
the ſea, which have for years gone by a nearer 
direction, thro' Braytoft and Croft, into Wain- 
fleet haven. As you are an acting Commiſſi- 
oner of Sewers, I think you, Sir, particularly 
unfortunate in this obſervation; and the more 
ſo, as in the Welton incloſure buſineſs, you 
had the Clerk of the Sewers for your Solicitor. 


Tou appeal to a letter I wrote to you: 
When we publicly mention letters, we are 
bound in honour to ſtate the whole of them, 
partial quotations from ſome letters, and the 
ſuppreſſion of others, you and your leiter- 
don iter muſt know, will give to any thing the 
APPEARANCE of truth. 

In the month of January 1793, I wrote to 
you two letters, In the firſt I ſay, © that con- 

| fidence 


E 


fidence in gentlemen, who act in a pubſic ea- 
pacity, is, in my idea, for the public good; 
und therefore, tho' by miſtake (as none of us 
are infallible) I ſhould be a loſer, yet 1 would 
rather fit down by ſome loſs, than give to o- 
thers any light cauſe of diſtruſt The wiſh of 
all is an equitable and fair proportion; and if 
upon review any miſtake ſhould appear to have 
crept in, all my be "= adjuſted in the 
money payment.” 


T he commiſſioners ſolemnly pledged them- 
ſelves, that all errors ſhould be rectifſied when 
they fixed the money payment. 


In my ſecond letter of the ſame month, be- 
ing impreſſed with theſe full aſſurances, and 
that near ſixty Acres of Miſs Maſſingberd's 
allotment would be prime water-meadow, and 
that the other part, was, (as you ſtated to me) 
good paſture, and good plowed land, I reſted 
with confidence on the Commiſſioners, and 
expreſſed myſelf ſatisfied. But near twelve 
months after the date of my letter, when the 
errors were not, or perhaps could not, be recti- 
6-d in fixing the money payment, and when 
it appeared to me that the Commiſſioners were 


miſtaken 


„ 


miſtaken in the valuation of Miſs Maſſing- 
berd's allotment, I ſought other redreſs. Was 
this ſacrificing Miſs Mzflingberd's property? 
If it has not been ſacrificed to ERROR by 
others, it has not been ſacrificed to I NTE- 
R#ST by me. I think you have PARTIALLY 
quoted every letter have written to you. Tho" 
this is an addreſs to ycu, yet with you 1 
feel little concern. With my NEIGHBOURS 
T feel much indeed. And I chearfully appeal 
to them, whether my two letters written te 
you ſo long back as the month of January 
1793, or any other rear. tranſaction of mine, 
give them cauſe to ſuſpect, that I have been 
actuated by a ſpirit of perſonal and captious 
oppoſition, or by any ſiniſter motives what- 
ſoever. | 55 
I then thought there were errors that ma- 
terially affected the intereſts of Miſs Maſſing- 
berd and my ſon. I am in mv own mind now 
thoroughly convinced there are: And I have, 
at this moment, the conſcious latisfaction of 
having done my duty by uſing my beſt endea- 
vours to get theſe errors rectified; and your 
late colleague, Mr. Garrard, honeſtly feels 
much, that you have ſhut out all redreſs. 
| Mee, 


„ 


Mr. Garrard, who modeſtly Riles himſelf 
Carpenter, has before been a Commiſſioner of 


incloſures. He has alſo been employed with 


you and others in valuing and dividing an ef- 


tate between Miſs Maſſingberd and her uncle. 
He was then thought a very intelligent man; 
and his integrity has been held, for a ſeries of 


years, in the higheſt veneration by all his 


neighbours. 


The purport of Mr. Garrard's correſpon- 
dence with you was wholly unknown to me, 
before you produced his firſt letter at my 
houſe, on the twenty-third of September. 
His ſecond letter was taken from his memo» 


randums, on the fifth of January laſt. 


Mr. Garrard was aware you would inſinuate 


that his ſecond letter was dictated by others. 


— You have not diſappointed him. You are 


little acquainted with Mr. Garrard's real cha- 


rater. He gave me the ſecond letter from his 
memorandums, at my houſe, in the preſence 
of a third perſon. That third perſon, and 


many others, can teſtify my inſtant aſtoniſn- 


ment at ſeeing the letter. I recollected the 
twenty-third of September, when you had ſo 


unfairly 


1 18 J 
unfairly . it. Never Sir put yourſelt 


in competition with Mr. Garrard as a letter- 
writer; and hirelings may lead you into errors. 


Mr. Garrard was told that many opinions 


concurred on the valuation ot the lands at 


Welton, and from ſuch concurrent opinions, 


.conceiving it not impoſſible that there might 
be an error, and thinking if there was an er- 


ror it was not fo likely to be diſcovered by 


poring over plans and valuations at the 
White Hart Inn in Spi.ſby, as by going into 


'Weltonsficlds, He, previouſly to the laſt har- 


veſt, and when the lands were in full cropping, 
took an accurate review of every allotment,— 

What was the reſult? He was ſelf-convidted. 
And had you and Mr. Hudſon reviewed the 
lands at the time of harveſt, three ſucceſſive 
years, (for there. were three years. cropping 


before you and Mr. Hudſon only ſigned the 
award), both of you might have been ſelf. 


convicted too. 


You and Mr. Hudſon never ſaw much the 


greater part of the lands at Welton, and its 
three hamlets, WHEN TOGETHER, but once: 


Yet, with confidence unparalleled, from that 
| one 
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one view you have ſtated, and you both NOW 
inſiſt upon, the comparative worth of ſuch 


an extent of property, to the minute accuracy 
of one penny per acre. 


You have, before, both expreſſed doubts— 


you have taken together no ſecond view 


you have admitred of no evidence.. Every 
proprietor of lands at Welton is intereſted in 
the anſwer; therefore permit me humbly to 
aſk you, from what ſource has ariſen this re- 
cent, full conviction ? Before the award was 


| figned, and before the publication of the two 


former letters, ſuch high-toned language was 
not held out, but ſurely you don't mean to 
ſubſtitute for proof, only high-toned language. 
Not truſting. to my own judgment, I ſent 
to a farmer, who had for ſome years occupied 
one of the largeſt farms at Welton (but who 
has-now more confiderable concerns) and de- 
fired-him carefully to look over Miſs Maſling- 
berd's and my allotment. I paid him out of my 
own pocket. He thought there was an error. 
The allotments were afterwards examined by 
judges of land as intelligent and impartial as 
any commiſſioners upon earth. They too were 
. E — 
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of the ſame mind. I then propoſed to you to 
have the opinions of Mr. Elmhirſt, Mr. Max- 


well, Mr. Anſell, and Mr. Craycroft. Perſons 5 
more competent and reſpectable could not be 


propoſed. and the two firſt were e 
commiſſioners. 


I have heard no diſintereſted opinion coin- 
eide with yours — The Solicitor has been oft- 

en told, that diſintereſted opinions have not 
coincided. with yours; therefore, in ſome pe 
riod of this long, unpleaſant buſineſs, he may 
perhaps have thus addreſſed you :—« Gentle- 
men, my fituation very often points out the _ 
necefliry of recommending the moſt rigid ſeru- 
tiny for the INVESTIGATION of truth. 
The wiſeſt may err. An error here will have 
upon the property a permanent effect The 
comparative worth of the lands at Welton is 
not a ſpeculative opinion, but the object of 
ſenſe and experience; and when proprietors 
think they have fair grounds to believe there 
is an error, and have propoſed, at any expence, | 
merely as evidence before you fign the award, 4 
to have a report from Mr. Elmhirft, Mr. 
Maxwell, Mr. Anſell, and Mr. Craycroft, it. SY * 
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muſt appear juft and reaſonable i in you not to 


reject ability and integrity like theirs. 


1 would have ſpared no trouble or coſt, 
while redreſs was open to Mis Maſſingberd 


and my Son. But, Sir, though you have, by 


a ſtrong ACT of POWER, cloſed the door 
againſt all i inquiry, and conſequently againſt 
all redreſs, yet ſurely you don't mean to ſkreen 
yourſelf behind valuations of your own coin- 


ing, but vou will come forward, and prove to 


the ſeveral proprietors who think themſelves 


aggrieved, that there are nat errors in your 


comparative valuations of the lands at Welton, 
by TESTIMONY as diſintereſted and reſpeCt- 


able as that Propoſed to you. 


When you met two gentlemen at my 8 
on the twenty- third of September laſt, you 
had received from Mr. Garrard 70 letters. 
One, ſuiting your purpoſe, you readily brought 
forward; one, not ſuiting your purpoſe, you 


| cautiouſly kept back. Had you not cautiouſly 
kept back the ſecond letter, it would have 
dlearly appeared that the Welton Commiſy- 
- oners were not THEN Unanimous, but that 
there was a wide difference in their opinions; 
the reverſe of which 
Vene us believe. 


But, 


ſpared no pains to 


E 
| But, had the wide difference in the opini- 
ons of the commiſſioners been that day made 
known, had you even hinted that Mr. Garrard 
had altered his former opinions; had you - 
candidly told us, that he had taken a review 
of the lands at Welton before harveſt, and 
was convinced that there was an error, what 
would the Gentlemen, whom we both pur- 
poſely met for a full explanation of the Wel- 

ton incloſure buſineſs, then have ſuggeſted to * 

I am thoroughly convinced, that they would 

have ſuggeſted to us a mode of fair diſinter- 
eſted inquiry and inveſtigation. which you 
could not have withſtood, and which would 
have been highly ſatisfactory to every propri- 
etor of lands in Welton; and then, I moſt 
firmly believe, we ſhould never have ſeen the 
preſent award. . | 


I am, Sir, Zh | | | 
Spilſbly, Your humble Servant, l| 
June 8th, 1796. E. WALLS. 
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